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“MBHORANDUM POR ADSO 


su jects tate of iT 


to Tne abcve olaim has been roferred te this office for 
considerntion of the legality cf paymant. Ws are: yeuusse— 
ing your comments in view of the feot that two mesbors of 
your off!.ce are perse affected. Mr. ZZ an | 
officer of Special Funds Divialons 080, but legally respon= 
sible as a certifying officer to the Direator, hse been 
presented with an approved voucher in the amount of §670-70. 
Accordin;; ‘to the written record before him, there is .ne 
legal banis for the major portion of this payment. If he 
made paynent wuler these ciraumutancers, he would be person- 
wliy liable for any porticn not supperted by the record. 25 
ur. an officer of PBZ, originated a memorandum of 

4 Septembor, which is the turning point of the case an 

Btated in the resord. If wr. ME report is accurate, 

there in no basin whatever for payment of per diam to _ 

ire otter July S, 1947. . 


ie The facts as presented by the record, arse briefly as 
follows: ur. Wes properly authorigead to come to | 

Washington from Stanford University, Califernia, by teie« 

cramg I'rem the Chief, Persennel Procurement Section, dated 

13 June and 27 July 1947. He arrived in Washington or 2° 

June and was intexviewed and given an introduction occiurse b % 

on SO Jure and 1 July. on 3 July, Chief, Personnel Divi-. - = 
Bion, O8C, revccemended that rather than return Ere oS 
te Galifcrnia, he de allowed te remain in Washingts 

per diem basis. On that same day, the Zxecutive Officers: 
C30, sdvised the Personnel Di n to send him hone to. | 
California. FBZ ‘now states in its memorandum of 4 Sopseni: 

ber, thet Mr. was told by telephone from the. Porsennel 
Diviaion that tae request for per dies nad been dissiioved 
tir. then telephoned Mre im and toid him he could es ee 
not bin gashingten at Goverment expense. This was Lo 
repeated in « versonal interviow on the 3rd or 7th = ts 
of July. ir. states that ur. understood he. 257 
would mot get any per diem and that proposed to : 
stay in astington at his own expenses bon 
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Se 4 «86If the facts drawn from the record, and rt 1 above | 


Washingtem after 3 
sequentiy Lllegal, no 
use. The voucher now presented to kre BT 


It ie our . 
understanding tat the voucher was epproved in response tc | 
oral direction from the Executive for A & Ke It is Yoporteod 
to be based on an oarlier comaliiment made by an officer of 
PBZ in @ personal letter to Hr. ME, witch commitment; the 
Director wishes to honor. We have not had any sueh eomiute 
ment broveht to our attention, nor are we aware that the 
individual purported to have made the commitment waa author 
iged to do soe On the information now at hand, it appears 
chat the later offictal notifications to Nr. PE would 
supersede the alierzed commi tmanti. 


Se Unless, therefore, evidence not now appearine in the 
record ie produced, which clearly controverts the facts | 
stated by Fiz, the proposed paymentafrom July 4 to Septomber 
6, of per dietis are illegal and beyond the authority, even 

of the Director, to approve. Under the present circumstances, 
it is our duty to bring our opinion in this matter to the 
Director's attention. 


LAWRENCE R. HOUSTON 
General Counsel 
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